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OFFICE OF GENERA!, OUNSEL,

N oo b b } 1 . \ - |

UNITED STATES GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE

L’t}‘g‘:‘i‘é B-l93M8 (THK)

~ APR 21 1979 ('3; \
o 257"
:
Ms, Bernice Kerbaugh Do
Personnel Assistant R9% may,
Naval Audit Service Headquarters &Vﬂlzabl“
P.O, Box 1206 b9 papyy
Fells Church, Virginia 22041 -0 M0digy ..

Dear Msa. Kénbadgh:

By lettar of October 28, 1978, Vlr. Robert Creel) appealed the
disallowance 'of his claim for retrpactive tgmporary promotion tec.
Supervisory Auditor (GS5-510) ut grzde lavel GS-13 fov the period
September 18, 1971, through February 16, 1974. The c¢lainm was dis-
allowed by our Claims Division Settlement Certificate No. 2~2708027,

July 10, 1978,
! LA

Enclosed for your review are copies of Mr, Creel's appeal
lettor; his seven enclosures coumprising his Exhibits A-I; three
performance appralsals for the rating periods February 16 through
August 15, 1972; ‘tugust 16, 1972, through February 15, 1973,
February 16 through July 31, 1973; and Fosition Descripion
No. (Basic) 72-13, ‘Supervisory Auditor, GS-510-13, wich Amendment

No. 1, July 25, 1975.

An administratlve report is requested: from your office
addressing the specific points raised by Mr. Creel.

Mr. Creel presen\s strong Lvidence tendlng to supporr his claim
for at least a portlon of the period in questinn. Concervxng
Mr. Cyeel's quality step increase approved in July 1973 and his out-
standing parformance rat1ng ¥r. J. S, Hooker, Jr., then Acting
Executive Assistant, Nava; Audit Office, Charleston, stated that
Yr. Creel as an Audxtor -in-Charge of a periodi¢ audit teanm had the
responsibility and pcrfarmed the %otk normally done by a GS-13"
during most of the rating period ending March 3), 1973. lr. Hooker
further noted that Yr. Creel '"normally supprvisnf the work ¢f 4 to

.

5 other auditors, junior auditors and auditor (rzinees."” Nr. Hooker's

statement suggests that for some of the claim period ¥r. Cre:zl was
continuvously the head of an audit team for all work perforned by
the team. Enclosure \6),\Exh1bit H, indicates thac Yr. Hooker's
assessment was approvad by'the Director, Naval Area Audit Sarviup,
Norfolk, and the Officer-Ln-Charge, vaval Audit Office, Charleston.
Similarly, in the performance appraisals for the periods February 16
through August 15, 1972, and-August 16 through February 13, 1973,
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Mr. Hooker stated that Mr. Cree) had operated as an Aud{tornxn-Charge.
Also, in the performance appraisal covaring the period Februat} 6
through July 31, 1973, the reviewer, who was evidently the Oxfice
in-Charge, Naval Audit Office, harleston, stated}
{4
"During the period of this report ¥r. Creel has
acted in a capacity normally reserved for a GS-IJ}
 supervisory auditor," js
~ Mrs Creel's doscumentation indicates that- thtnughout the Norlo)?
Atéa Audit, Service for the years 1971-1973 Supervisory Auditors in
orgrnizations or work groups, including' the mobile-auditor teams, ‘
‘wer4 at grude level GS-13, Enclosure (1), Frhibits A-C. Mr. Heoker I
was 'Supervisory. Auditor, GS-13, in the Charleston mobile-audit group
in which there were six professionil employees. Emclosure (1), '
Exhibit B, page' 6. However, lr. Hopker was detailed on April 10,
1972, to tha po,1tion of Executive Assistant, GS-l4, Enclosure (1),
‘Exhibit C, page 5; and Enclosure (3), Exhibit E, item 3. MNr, Creel
st=tes that when Mr. Yooker was assigned to the GS-14 position,
'"Mr. Hooker had the authority and detailed me to the GS-13 super-
visory positiaon * % &," -

Finally, Pk. Creel provides docnﬂents showing that other persons
who were assigned to the Supervisory Auditor position performed work
at no higher level than the duties and respounsibilities assigned to
him by Mr. Hooker. -Enclosures (1), €4), (s5), and (7).

¥
The admintstratxve repo;t should compare the actual duties and
responsibilit:es of persons (J. S, Haoser, H. D, Cross, and G. C. '
ackson) formully assignad the Supethsorv Auditor, GS-13 position,
mobile-audltor team, Charleston, with':the duties and responsibilities
‘assigned Mr. Creel for the period Septeqher 18, 1971, through
Febxuary 16, 11974, The report should indicate that it reflects the
views of Vr. Creel's former guparvisors and the persons defegated
the responszblllry for posxtlon-claasxtxcatxan review of this
Supervisory Auditor position during the period in question. If the
report concludes that Mr. Creel was assigned the duties and responsi-
bilities of this position, the report should desipnate the period of
tile assiznment,

A decision of the Comptroller General will be issued after

recelpl of the report and a copy forwarded to Sepator Saa Nunn, who
has an interest in the case’,
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Your assistance in furpishing a report will be appreciated.

Sincerely your-,

®

Thomas H. Kirkpatrick

. Attorney-Adviser
; FEncolsures
; ce: Mr. Robart Creel
520) Wappy Hollow Road
Doraville, Georgia 30360
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